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Book Reviews
on the legacy of colonialism. She notes that racism and
ethnoviolence against Native Americans are a constant
and have become “normative” as a means of establishing
and maintaining the dominant society’s social, economic,
political, and geographical boundaries that isolate, segregate, and marginalize Native peoples. Moreover, the intergenerational colonial experiences of Native Americans
have fostered profound distrust of both law enforcement
and the justice system (as the visible representatives of the
oppressors). Viewed in this context, Perry’s explanatory
model is plausible and timely.
The book is based empirically on 278 semistructured
qualitative interviews with Native Americans living
in three regions: Four Corners (Arizona, New Mexico,
Utah, Colorado); Great Lakes (Wisconsin, Minnesota);
and the Northern Plains (Montana). Perry incorporates
poignant excerpts from these interviews, indicating the
gender and home state of the interviewee. Each region has
its own concerns (e.g., treaty fishing rights in the Great
Lakes), but the biographical stories of racism and ethnoviolence are remarkably uniform and add Native voice
to the theoretical framework Perry employs. Therefore,
while not specific to the Great Plains, this book draws
on interviews from the Northern Plains and accurately
represents the experiences of many contemporary Native
Plains peoples. Perry notes she employed three Native
research assistants (one from each region) to facilitate the
interviews.
This book is the first to document the lived experiences of ethnoviolence in the Native community. The
author examines “reactionary violence” and highlights
the micro- and macroaggressions that have accompanied
Native American activism and self-determination efforts
in recent decades. Perry also examines the cumulative
long-term impact of hate crime on Native victims and
their communities (including internalized oppression and
violence). Perry’s home discipline is criminal justice, and
she is a recognized expert in hate crime research. Native
American specialists may be distracted by some factual
errors (e.g., an incorrect date for the Sand Creek Massacre) and the use of nonstandard citations for historical and
federal Indian policy discussions. Moreover, the global use
of several terms with special meaning in Native American
studies (e.g., recognition and self-determination) as well
as poorly developed representations of key, albeit complicated, concepts (e.g., sovereignty, dispossession, and
jurisdiction) detract from the merits of her research, which
are considerable. Beth R. Ritter, Department of Sociology
and Anthropology, and Program in Native American Stud
ies, University of Nebraska at Omaha.
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Lipset’s Agrarian Socialism: A Re-examination. Edited by David E. Smith. Regina, SK: Canadian Plains
Research Center and the Saskatchewan Institute of Public
Policy, 2007. 92 pp. Notes, references. $10.00 paper.
Seymour Martin Lipset, rather famously associated
with the concept of “American Exceptionalism” and renowned as one of the leading practitioners of political sociology in the United States, was better known in Canada
for works that seemed to make little, if any, impression
upon U.S. readers. First and foremost was his landmark
study of the social democratic Co-operative Commonwealth Federation’s (CCF) rise to political power in the
Canadian province of Saskatchewan—Agrarian Social
ism. It is the stuff of legend in Canadian academic circles
how a young PhD student—a Jewish leftist from New
York no less—came to Saskatchewan in the mid 1940s
both to study a successful socialist movement in one part
of North America and, in so doing, discover why his own
country was the only western industrialized society that
had never produced a serious socialist movement. This
1950 publication—often referred to as the seminal work
on political sociology in Saskatchewan and one of the
most important works on the development of third parties
in Canada—was then supplanted for a later generation
of readers by Lipset’s equally famous (in Canada, that
is) 1968 revision of Agrarian Socialism, by which time
his youthful socialism had been replaced with a far more
pragmatic world view. And then, 40 years later, as if to
prove he had never stopped caring about Canada and the
inherent value of comparative analysis, Lipset published
his somewhat controversial (again, controversial primarily
in Canadian academic circles) Continental Divide: The
Values and Institutions of the United States and Canada.
Given the importance of his work to several generations of Canadian sociologists, political scientists,
and historians, it is hardly surprising that when the 2007
Canadian Congress of Humanities and Social Sciences
(the overlapping meetings of every Learned Society and
academic association in Canada) was held in Saskatoon,
special panels were convened to discuss Lipset’s work—
especially his work on Saskatchewan. This slender
volume flows from two such panels—one composed of
academics with expertise in Saskatchewan’s political
culture, the other consisting of academics who shared that
expertise, but had the added qualification of having held
elective office in Saskatchewan.
Unfortunately, the problem with conference proceedings is that the papers often come across better when
presented orally, when audiences and copanelists can ask
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probing questions, than when set down in print. And that
is manifestly the case with this collection. These short
chapters, none more than 12 pamphlet-sized pages, simply
cannot do justice to either their purported topic (the ongoing applicability and validity of Lipset’s work) or to the
various authors’ considerable expertise on Saskatchewan’s
political culture. It is also the case that none of the offerings
is particularly hard hitting in its critique of Lipset.
John Courtney’s “Lipset, de Toqueville, Radical
Group Formation, and the Fate of Socialism in Saskatchewan” is a case in point. Courtney does an excellent job
of outlining what was so original about Lipset’s 1950
work, making an important point about the influence
(perhaps unwitting at the time) of Alex de Toqueville
upon Lipset and summarizing Lipset’s major arguments
extremely well, but then he drifts off into a discussion of
how much Saskatchewan has changed in the six decades
since Agrarian Socialism was published, without coming
to any strong conclusions about the ongoing validity of
Lipset’s thesis.
Much the same can be said of virtually every essay in
the collection. They are polite, actually reverential to the
recently deceased (2006) Lipset, as they point out minor
flaws in his analysis and note that Saskatchewan and the
world have changed much over the course of the past 57
years: Duff Spafford, the dean of Saskatchewan political scientists, gently notes Lipset’s oversimplification of
the strictly agrarian nature of Saskatchewan’s socialist
movement; David Smith argues that Lipset (in 1950) did
not fully understand the nature and impact of Canada’s
federal system on provincial politics; Allan Blakney, a
former premier of Saskatchewan, clearly loved rereading Agrarian Socialism and still agrees with most of its
conclusions, but feels that Lipset had not fully understood
how strong the British Fabian and Labour tradition had
been among Saskatchewan’s radical leaders (as opposed
to the farm-based, American leadership of comparable
movements in Alberta and North Dakota—Lipset’s favorite points of comparison). Janice MacKinnon’s contribution on Saskatchewan’s distinctiveness, as viewed from
the perspective of an NDP cabinet minister in the globalizing 1990s, comes across as a lament for the lost world
of rural communities with rich associational lives that
Lipset had documented in the 1940s; John Richards, one
of the contributors (as a graduate student) to the revised
and expanded edition of Agrarian Socialism in 1968,
also invokes de Toqueville in his essay, and suggests that
Lipset’s eventual disillusionment with the CCF experiment in Saskatchewan may have come about because of
Lipset’s sad, but completely understandable, inability to
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move beyond certain theoretical formulations of the state.
And finally, there is Alan Cairns’s rather idiosyncratic
comparison of the work of Lipset on the CCF in Saskatchewan with that of C.B. MacPherson on the Social Credit
movement in Alberta.
At the end of the day what we have is a series of
well-written and fairly informative pieces on Lipset’s
Canadian work and on Saskatchewan in general. In fact,
it is a pleasant read, unencumbered by much in the way
of scholarly apparatus or theoretical formulations and
jargon. Collectively these essays serve as a useful primer
on Lipset’s Agrarian Socialism, on its possible flaws, and
on Lipset himself. If, however, readers are looking for a
sustained critique of Lipset’s work, something that goes
beyond an “appreciation” of a great scholar’s achievement, they will have to look elsewhere. Jim Mochoruk,
Department of History, University of North Dakota.
The Grace Abbott Reader. Edited by John Sorensen
with Judith Sealander. Lincoln: University of Nebraska
Press, 2008. xxxv + 132 pp. Notes, bibliography, index.
$21.95 paper.
Those familiar with the Abbott sisters generally regard Grace as the doer, Edith as the thinker. Both were
leading Progressive-Era reformers, but while Edith
made her mark as a pioneering social work educator and
theorist, Grace—a one-time resident of Hull House who
fought for women’s suffrage, immigrant rights, and child
welfare—went on to become the second chief of the U.S.
Children’s Bureau and gained a reputation as a powerful
advocate and effective administrator. Along the way,
however, Grace Abbott also wrote a number of articles
and speeches that reflect deep thought as well as strong
beliefs in equality and progress. This collection allows the
reader to grasp the full range of her concerns and trace
patterns in her thinking over more than three decades.
Reflecting the major foci of her work, the volume
is divided into sections on immigrants, children, and
women. The first two are introduced with reflections on
Grace’s life and work by sister Edith, the third with a
tribute to Grace by Secretary of Labor Frances Perkins.
Abbott’s ideas, the pieces reveal, were rooted in practical experience as well as analysis and reflection. Her
understanding of young immigrant women, for example,
drew on a trip to Poland, where she saw firsthand the
conditions that prompted them to undertake the risks
of migration. Surprisingly, she found, it was not poverty that drove them, but “a fever running through the
entire peasantry.” Nevertheless, Abbott’s experience

